Dear Dave, 12/7/91 

I've finished reading the pages of Gentry's "J. Kdgar Hoover: The llan and the Secrets" 
that you sent. By and large I thini^it is quite good and I saw no error of any consequence. 

I also lo/imed notliing of any significance from it, but tliat does not in any way 
detract from its value 3as a book. 

I have the impression tliat he worked from no or vittually no original materials. 

The one I recall being cited in the notes is no citation at all. Not any DJ or FBI file 
number, for example, that 11/25/6? katzenbach to foyers memo, which is simply cite/ as 
almost word for word I here fefer to it. 

Notliing wrong with good use of secondary sources, either, but that is his major source 
for these pages at least. / 

Ho cites my work, for example, to HSUa, which used it as its own work. 

In some instanccfs I got the impression tliat he used third-liand sources or sources more 
remote because of wliat 1 know he could liave used in the document itself and didn't U3e. 

He reflects no knowledge of how, for example, the l/22 and 1/27/74 executive session 
transcripts came to light. He does not mention tliis when it would have been useful to 
him and ho mokes a factual error which is not important in his note on the 22d one, saying 
it is not listed in tne Commission's indexes. 1 did not know it had any but it is in the 
Commission's working papers and the full transcript, in facsimile, with the appropriate 
working papers is in WW IV. He say3 wliat i3 not correct, tliat the transcript had been typed 
up and suppressed. So I tliink ho did not use any of my work or he'd liave known better. 

Too many items of importance are not sourced at all. He seems to have them straight 
as best I recall but they should have had their sources indicated. In tliis sense the 
scholarsliip is lousy, but on the other hand, he was not writing wliat he intended for 
scholars . 

He does not have the major FBI report, CD1 , straight in his own mind so x am sure he 
did no original work on tliat. His first mention of it is as a "five-page" report. Do later 
makes a general reference to five volumes. But ho does not give an inkling of it3 content 
and the importance of tTiSSt content. 

Ho is skewed enough on the mailing of the doctored and manufactured tape of tape 
excerpts and the accompanying letter to &ng so I am sure tliis also is second-hand, lie 
says an jigent mailed it. It was the late Dish Whitson, who flew from Washington to Tampa 
to mail it. The Office of Dcofessional Responsibility refers to liis as a former or retired 
agent. His name was disclosed to me as I recall, llaybe to ^tesor. 


